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Comment Letter O11

Jan de LeeuwJan de Leeuw
<deleeuw@frazmtn.co

m>

06/18/2009 08:57 AM

To: fw8tumshcp@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: TU_HCP_EIS

Dear Mary Grim

In the DEIS for the TUMHCP the consultants refer to the report

Pacific Advanced Civil Engineering, Inc. 2003. Tejon Lake Report for
the Tejon Mountain Village Project

This report is not easily available. It seems to me that in order to
comment
properly on all aspects of the DEIS/HCP, the public should have access
to the
literature the consultants relied on. Could you ask Dudek to send a
copy to

TriCounty Watchdogs, Inc.
11667 Steinhoff Rd
Frazier Park
CA 93225

Thank you

Best -- Jan de Leeuw
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Comment Letter I18

"Stefano Allavena""Stefano Allavena"
<altura_allavena@yaho

o.it>

07/08/2009 12:33 AM

To: <fw8tumshcp@fws.gov>
cc:

Subject: urbanization of Tejon Ranch

ALTURA is an italian NGO that has the goal to protect birds of prey and their habitats. Our members are
all expert in birds of prey, their biology, their conservation status. ALTURA means: Associazione per La
Tutela degli Uccelli Rapaci e dei loro Ambienti.
ALTURA considers a big mistake to urbanize also partially Tejon Ranch that is an area not only very
important but essential for the very endangered California condor. We hope that all the area will be
completely protected against urbanization.

Sincerely yours

Stefano Allavena
President of ALTURA
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Comment Letter I30

I30-1

Eric AndersonEric Anderson
<ericroy@frazmtn.com

>

04/16/2009 03:10 PM

To: fw8tumshcp@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: Possible Extension of Deadline

Pacific-Southwest Regional Office
Attn:Mary Grim
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2606
Sacramento, Calif. 95825
or
Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office
Attn: Steve Kirkland
2493 Portola Road, Suite B
Ventura, Calif. 93003
Dear Mary,
In light of the size of this Draft EIS for the Tehachapi Upland Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan
HCP
and the important impacts it will have for years to come, please consider extending the deadline in order
to give the

public more time to study it for comments.

Thanks,

Eric Roy Anderson

<www.EricRoyAnderson.com>

http://www.imdb.com/name/nm0026677/#cinematographer

Cell 310 740-7678

Home 661 245-5929



Comment Letter I41

I41-1

apoloniamutoni5@idiva

.com

05/14/2009 02:01 AM

Please respond to

Apolonia

To: undisclosed-recipients:;
cc:

Subject: My dear friend,

My dear friend,
Hope you are doing just fine over there.My name is Apolonia. I just want

to let you know that l came accross your profile and your e-mail adderss from.
www.fws.gov after going through it l found you intresting,hope you don't mind.

If you are intrested in knowing more about me and for me to send you my
picture,just feel free to contact me at my private mail addresse
at(apolonia.mutoni@yahoo.com)

Hope to hear from you soon,have a nice day and stay blessed.
Apolonia









Comment Letter I157

I157-1

"Ron Bottorff""Ron Bottorff"
<bottorffm@verizon.net

>

04/21/2009 07:48 PM

To: <fw8tumshcp@fws.gov>
cc:

Subject: Tejon HCP Extension

Please extend the comment period on the Tejon HCP by 120 days. It is a very large docunment,

consultants and other experts need more time for data analysis and checking, and the USGS

Condor study should be completed and the results integrated ionto the document.

Ron Bottorff

Friends of the Santa Clara River



Comment Letter I163

I163-1

"Ray Boyd""Ray Boyd"

<rajoboyd@ca.rr.com>

05/04/2009 09:17 PM

To: <fw8tumshcp@fws.gov>
cc:

Subject: Tejon Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan

I respectfully request that you vote no on the Tejon Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan because
hunting is not part of the plan, fire prevention is not part of the plan, control of feral pigs is not part of the
plan, nor is hunting of coyotes part of the plan.

Thank You: Ramon Boyd, Costa Mesa, CA.
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Comment Letter I314

Conroylancaster@aol.c

om

01/26/2009 12:11 PM

To: fw8tumshcp@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: tejon eir

As a neighbor,hobby rancher,bordered with tejon ranch .I support their efforts to responsibly develop their
resources, as they have openly submitted and accompanied with unpresedented outreach.with ten years
of witness to this companys love of and respect for the land and contribution to support for ,mutch of it
prior to development plans,neighboring communities ie. veterans cemetery land donation to support of
local high school programs and an animal shelter in lebec ca.the list goes on and on.I firmly believe the
management of trc represents the new relationship between development and neighbor respect in
california's growing population.The beauty of the vista we all love will forever be a part of califonia's
treasured grandure.The alternative to their proposal will be the breaking up of this land into an expansion
of what we see in valencia to the south. respectfully Gerard Conroy

A Good Credit Score is 700 or Above. See yours in just 2 easy steps!
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Comment Letter I425

mark duchampmark duchamp
<save.the.eagles@gma

il.com>

07/03/2009 08:13 PM

To: fw8tumshcp@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: Comments Tejon Ranch EIR

Dear FWS,

I have read one of the communications sent to you by Stan Moore on the subject of the Tejon

Ranch. Stan is lobbying for the urbanization of the Tejon Ranch, and posts everyday to that

effect on the raptor conservation listserv.

He is well-known to many raptor conservationists, biologists and ornithologists who exchange

information on Internet. His contributions are two-pronged : on the one hand he makes friends

by relating his sightings of raptors in the California countryside, his trapping techniques, etc.

On the other hand he spreads libel and ad hominem on anyone who does not agree with him on

any subject at hand. His over-inflated ego, self-importance, and belligerent nature are too often

clouding his judgement.

Lately, Stan has found a bone to pick in the Tejon Ranch controversy. I am not sure whether he

has been contracted by the Tejon Ranch company or if he is just enjoying himself insulting and

libelling his old punching balls like biologist and condor specialist Dr Snyder. The suspicion of

a money link was reinforced when Stan told us how he flew to Burbank airport, rented a car, and

spent 3 days on the ranch as a host of Pete Bloom and other biologists who are under contract

with the Tejon Ranch company. If such is the case, Stan would be joining business with

pleasure as he writes to you to smear Noel Snyder and anyone, like Chris Cogan, who happens to

bring evidence detrimental to the urbanization plan.

I am telling this for you to have a more balanced understanding of the reasons behind the

character assassination he has been performing on respected professionals like Dr Snyder and Dr

Cogan. Stan himself is a plumber by profession, but has a good hand at trapping raptors and

banding them, and an equally good one at writing to obfuscate issues, and at name-dropping.

About myself : I am a retired businessman who always loved nature, with a special interest in

raptors. I have taken an interest in defending both now that I have time on my hands.

I work for free, and the small NGO Iberica 2000 has been kind enough to support me morally

and by publishing my articles and papers on their webpage.

I have been their Birds and Windfarms Research Manager, and am currently their Director,

Climate Change and Alternative Energies, though bird and nature conservation remain high on

my agenda. I was previously Birds and Windfarms Research Manager for Proact International,

but realized David Conlin and I could not work effectively together, so I resigned after a year. I

never made any money from any of these activities, on the contrary. It's all benevolent work.

Saving what can be saved of the world's wilderness is my motivation.

I shall send you in the next few days my comments on the Tejon Ranch EIR.
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Sincerely

Mark Duchamp

Environmentalist

Director, Climate Change and Alternative Energies

( formerly Birds and Windfarms Research Manager )

Iberica 2000

Partida La Sella, 25

03750 Pedreguer, Spain

tel : + 34 679 12 99 97



Comment Letter I426

mark duchampmark duchamp
<save.the.eagles@gma

il.com>

07/07/2009 11:25 PM

To: fw8tumshcp@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: Comments on Tehachapi Multi-species Habitat Conservation Plan

Comments on Tehachapi Multi-species Habitat Conservation Plan

and Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Submitted by Mark Duchamp, environmentalist.

A) The facts

The Tejon Ranch ( 240,000 acres - 40 miles from the nearest Los Angeles suburb ) is a protected

wildlife area habouring California condors, golden eagles, mountain lions, pronghorns, wildcats

etc.

The Center for Biological Diversity (CBD) is fighting to save this "de facto" natural reserve from

a plan to urbanize it. Also opposing the plan are Dr Noel Snyder and another 9 California condor

specialists who refused to be contracted by the developers.

THEY are the original biologists of the condor recuperation program, the real specialists. Pete

Bloom, on the other hand, was just a trapper in this program.

The proposed development is massive, consisting of three projects :

1) Centennial, a brand new city of ~60,000 inhabitants, to be built from scratch in a protected

wildlife habitat.

2) the Mountain Village, a luxury residential complex of ~10,000, targeting the heights that have

been designated as « critical condor habitat ».

3) Grapevine, a vast industrial area and transportation hub which would serve the ports of Los

Angeles and Long Beach, complete with giant wharehouses and a noisy trucking activity.

All three developments would be within the wildlife reserve boundaries.

The Tejon Ranch company, partially-owned at 30% and fully controlled by asset strippers from

Wall Street, are set to make big money from this transformation of the wildlife reserve they own.

They have paid consultants to produce a favourable environmental impact statement (EIS), and

« convinced » major NGO's with a « deal » including money and jobs. These NGO’s who

endorse the urbanization of the reserve are the Sierra Club, Audubon California, and the Natural

Resources Defense Council, to name three of them.
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B ) The arguments

The Tarmac Group, as we might call this unholy alliance of ecologists and speculators, try and

justify their plan on the following grounds :

1 - the actual brick-and-mortar footprint of the urbanization will be "only" 10% of the total

reserve.

2 - the remaining 90% will be « forever » protected as wildlife habitat.

3 - Various mitigation measures include a lead ban on ammunitions ( hunting is to be

maintained, being a source of food for the condors ), and the provision for a full time job for a

biologist.

4 - the alternative, and this is a sort of blackmail being foisted upon us, is the dismemberment of

the Tejon Ranch and its piecemeal sale by the TR company.

It is easy to disagree with all 4 arguments :

1 - If you look at the Audubon map - http://ca.audubon.org/tejon_map_conserved.php - it is

plain to see that the effect of these urbanizations will be much more important than just their

10% brick-and-mortar foorprint. Noise, night lighting , vehicle traffic, people going for a walk

or a bike ride ( or off-road motor bikes or quads … ) etc. mean that a buffer zone must be added

in thought around these encroachments. The alleged 10% is more likely to affect 30% of the

reserve ( or more ) when you add the wildlife disturbance factor.

And if you look at Cogan's maps -

http://www.cuddyvalley.org/background/Biology/condors/ITP/cogan.pdf - you will see that the

Mountain Village ( the development in the center ) is planned not only within the reserve, but

within the smaller "critical habitat" of the endangered California condor.

Finally, looking at the first Cogan map ( « Figure 1 . Locator » ) two things are evident :

- the condor's « critical habitat » is small. Reducing it further would be folly.

- the condor's critical habitat within Tejon Ranch is located at the junction of the two

wings of the historic condor range, and therefore connects all critical habitats together. It

is thus essential to the condor's recuperation. Urbanizing it would be a major blow to the

species.

2 - "Forever" is a big word. If money can destroy 10 or 30% of the natural reserve today, more

money can destroy another, say, 5% tomorrow, then another percentage later, and another, etc.
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3 - The lead ban on ammunition : lead cartridges are more effective than non-lead ones. One

would need an army of rangers to spy on every hunter, to search them and their vehicles. Yet

there would still be ways to cheat the ban ( hiding lead ammunition within the hunting area, for

instance ). Lead is, of course, poison for the condors that eat the remains left by hunters.

4 - The blackmail from the Tarmac Group does not resist scrutiny, for if the FWS says NO to the

development plan, the shares of the Tejon Ranch company will plummet. With the same money

that the NGO's were planning to buy the remaining land in order to protect it ( that's part of the

deal they made with the TR company ) they could buy the depressed shares on the stock market,

and have some money left to buy other land elsewhere to protect other species.

C) - Conclusion

The arguments deployed in favour of urbanizing the Tejon reserve are best described as spin and

obfuscation. They masquerade as a plan to save 90% of the wildlife habitat, when in fact they

break it up, and introduce 70,000 people permanently in the reserve, together with their

vehicles, their noise, their lights, and their uncontrolled recreational activities in the rest of the

reserve together with the fire hazards this entails. Water shortage may become an issue, and so

is garbage and other pollutions. In addition, an industrial area and a trucking hub will complete

the invasion. All that’s missing is an airport !

The original, real raptor biologists who ran the recuperation program of the California condor

have sent you their comments ( David A. Clendenen, Janet A. Hamber, Dr. Allen Mee, Dr.

Vicky J. Meretsky, Fred C. Sibley, Dr. Noel F.R. Snyder, William D. Toone ). Please add mine

to theirs, and reject the Tehachapi Multi-species Habitat Conservation Plan and its draft EIS.

Sincerely yours

Mark Duchamp

Environmentalist

Director, Climate Change and Alternative Energies

( formerly Birds and Windfarms Research Manager )

Iberica 2000

Partida La Sella, 25

03750 Pedreguer, Spain

tel : + 34 679 12 99 97

.
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Comment Letter I427

mark duchampmark duchamp
<save.the.eagles@gma

il.com>

07/08/2009 09:57 AM

To: fw8tumshcp@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: Addendum to my Comments on Tehachapi Multi-species Habitat
Conservation Plan

Dear Sirs,

I fully subscribe to the views expressed below, and wish them to be added to my own comments

submitted yesterday.

Mark Duchamp

Environmentalist

Condor Experts Condemn Proposed Tejon Ranch Development

Proposed "Conservation" Plan Will Hurt Endangered California Condors

Press release July 8, 2009

Contact: Jeff Miller, Center for Biological Diversity, (510) 499-9185

LOS ANGELES— A group of esteemed condor biologists, including former leaders and

members of the Fish and Wildlife Service’s condor research team and federal condor recovery

team, has weighed in on the controversial plan to develop Tejon Ranch, broadly condemning

Tejon’s development proposal and its associated proposed Habitat Conservation Plan.

The scientists, including some of the most important names in the history of the conservation of

the California condor, called for the rejection of Tejon’s request for a permit to harm critically

endangered condors.

“This remarkable group of experts who have devoted years of their lives to helping bringing the

condor back from the brink of extinction have written a damning report on Tejon’s massive

sprawl development plans,” said Jeff Miller, conservation advocate with the Center for

Biological Diversity. “The consensus among independent biologists is that Tejon’s supposed

conservation plan fails to protect condors and their proposed developments would significantly

harm the recovery of the species.”

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is currently considering Tejon’s application for a Tehachapi

Upland Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan, which would include a “take” permit for 27

endangered, threatened, or rare species on Tejon Ranch. The permits are essential to Tejon’s

plans to develop Tejon Mountain Village, the controversial luxury-home subdivision planned

within the heart of designated critical habitat for the California condor.
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“The condor is being brought back literally from the brink of extinction through extreme

intervention and at a cost of millions of dollars in public and private funds,” said Miller. “Given

the importance of Tejon Ranch for the recovery of condors, it is inappropriate and legally

indefensible that condors would be considered for any kind of “take” under this permit. The

Conservation Plan is fatally flawed and should be withdrawn.”

The centerpiece of Tejon’s condor “Conservation Plan” is a supposed mitigation for

development impacts of establishing artificial food stations to provide carcasses for scavenging

condors. Replacing natural foraging grounds with artificial feeding stations would effectively

relegate condors to outdoor zoo species, which the experts describe as “neither necessary nor

desirable.” The condor biologists reject this mitigation as inconsistent with the recovery of

condors, since feeding stations adversely affect condor foraging behavior and movements and

result in detrimental behaviors such as microtrash ingestion and human habituation.

The scientists note that the developments would: harm condors by significantly reducing the

amount of high-quality foraging habitat; end hunting in current condor foraging areas, which

would reduce natural food supplies; inhibit condor use of the area through effects of

urbanization; and possibly alter condor movement patterns. The scientists conclude that the

proposed developments would “appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery of the California

condor and adversely modify critical habitat,” and represent a “major threat to recovery of the

species.”

Tejon Ranch, and specifically the proposed Tejon Mountain Village area, is important condor

critical habitat because of (1) its abundant food supply of carrion; (2) strong and reliable winds

essential for efficient condor foraging movement; (3) healthy populations of other scavengers

that help condors locate food; (4) the geographic position of the ranch at a central crossroads for

condor movements between other important condor use areas; (5) the area’s long history of

isolation from detrimental human influences associated with urbanization; and (6) the local

availability of suitable overnight roosting locations.

Despite condor movement in the past decade being strongly influenced by the operation of

feeding stations away from Tejon Ranch near condor release areas, many of the released birds

have rediscovered and reoccupied Tejon. The Tejon Mountain Village area has been one of the

most heavily used portions of condor critical habitat in recent years, with the Southern California

population heavily using Tejon in 2008 and 2009 for foraging. However, Tejon’s flawed

Conservation Plan excludes much of this important critical habitat for condors from

consideration for protection in order to satisfy its development desires.

The Center for Biological Diversity also submitted comments yesterday on the inadequacy of the

Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Conservation Plan and its violations of the

Endangered Species Act and National Environmental Protection Act with respect to impacts on

condors.
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In 1997, as the Fish and Wildlife Service began releasing captive-reared California condors to

the wild, Tejon Ranch sued the Service in an attempt to halt the release of California condors

near Tejon Ranch, curtail the condor recovery program, and relegate the condors to a special

status without protection under the Endangered Species Act. Although the lawsuit was arguably

meritless, it was minimally defended by the government, which instead settled the case for what

is believed to be a sweetheart deal that has resulted in the current plan and take permit

application.

The scientists sending the letter are:

David A. Clendenen: condor field biologist, Condor Research Center (1982-1994); lead biologist

for USFWS in charge of condor field studies (1994-1997); Condor Recovery Team member

(1995-2000).

Janet A. Hamber: condor biologist at the Santa Barbara Museum of Natural History

(1976-present); cooperator with USFWS in condor nesting and telemetry studies (1980-present);

archivist and manager of Condor Information System (1988-present).

Dr. Allen Mee: post-doctoral fellow for the Zoological Society of San Diego (2001-2006);

researcher on condor breeding in California and Arizona; convener of condor symposium at

AOU 2005 conference, Santa Barbara; senior editor of California Condors in the 21st Century

(2007); currently manager of White-tailed Sea Eagle Reintroduction Program in Ireland.

Dr. Vicky J. Meretsky: field biologist in charge of telemetry interpretations, Condor Research

Center (1984-1986); senior author of Range, Use and Movements of California Condors (1992);

senior author of Demography of the California Condor (2000); associate professor of

environmental science, adjunct appointment to the Department of Biology and affiliated faculty

at the Maurer School of Law, Indiana University (1997-present).

Anthony Prieto: co-founder of hunter organization Project Gutpile (1999-present).

Fred C. Sibley: former field leader of condor research program for USFWS (1966-1969); author

of Effects of the Sespe Creek Project on the California Condor (1969).

Dr. Noel F.R. Snyder: former field leader of condor research program for USFWS (1980-1986);

former member of Condor Recovery Team (1980-1986); senior author of The California

Condor, a saga of natural history and conservation (2000); senior author of Introduction to the

California Condor (2005); recipient of William Brewster Award of American Ornithologists’

Union for research and conservation work with the California Condor and Puerto Rican Parrot,

1989.

William D. Toone: Condor Recovery Team member (1986-1992); Curator of Birds, Zoological

Society of San Diego (1983-1993); Director of Applied Conservation, Zoological Society of San

Diego (1993-2003); Founding trustee and Executive Director of the ECOLIFE foundation

(2003-present).
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For more information on protecting Tejon Ranch see www.savetejonranch.org.

The Center for Biological Diversity is a nonprofit conservation organization with 220,000

members and online activists dedicated to protecting endangered species and wild places.

www.biologicaldiversity.org



Comment Letter I495

6 July 2009

Mary Grim
Pacific-Southwest Regional Office
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2606
Sacramento, Calif. 95825

and

Steve Kirkland
Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office
2493 Portola Road, Suite B
Ventura, Calif. 93003

Dear Colleagues at the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service:

After studying the relevant documents (as available over the Internet)
in some detail, I wish to comment briefly on the *DRAFT EIS and the
Tehachapi Upland Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan HCP*. I hope
that my comments can be included in the record prior to the 7 July 2009
deadline. My credentials include a Ph.D. in ecology (Princeton
University, 1978), 120 scientific publications, and 31 years as a
professional biologist, ecologist, and conservation scientist stationed
at the following three institutions: Field Museum of Natural History,
Chicago (1978-1989; Curator of Birds and Chair, Dept. Zoology); Archbold
Biological Station, Lake Placid, FL (1988-1995; Executive Director);
Cornell Laboratory of Ornithology, Ithaca, NY (1995 - present; Executive
Director and Professor, Ecology and Evolutionary Biology, Cornell
University). I served as President of the American Ornithologists' Union
from 2000 to 2002, and currently serve on three Endangered Species
Recovery Teams ('Alala; Florida Scrub-Jay; Ivory-billed Woodpecker).

My comments pertain most directly to those aspects of the above
documents relating to California Condors, their habitat requirements,
and steps for mitigation and management of impact by the developments
proposed by Tejon Ranchcorp (TRC). Briefly stated, I am deeply impressed
by the careful attention TRC has paid to this issue and by their
commitment to serve as an agent for _positive_ (not negative) impact on
the conservation and recovery of the condor, even as they proceed with
specified residential and commercial developments. Their now very public
commitment to securing long-term protection and conservation management
of nearly 90% of the Tejon Ranch -- including really huge areas
regularly used by condors both historically and currently -- represents
a genuine milestone in the conservation of California's spectacular
biodiversity. I am familiar with the controversy over so-called
'critical habitat' designations made decades ago, including the claim by
some that proposed developments by TRC would destroy vital portions of
such habitat. Today, however, the reality and absolute crux of
California Condor recovery is their well-documented need for ample food
that is free of lead. It is also well documented by now that condors
will forage wherever the food is, and this can largely (though not, of
course, entirely) be subject to manipulation by humans through regular
provisioning at feeding stations. Therefore, the earlier designation of
"critical habitat" that encompassed certain controversial areas of Tejon
Ranch is no longer relevant to today's condors, which largely exist as a
managed population from the standpoint of foraging behavior. Moreover,
the willingness of Tejon Ranch to ban all use of lead, and to make gut
piles (from hunting), pigs (from feral hog control), and cattle (from
ongoing ranching) available at condor feeding stations as a perennial
source of food represent extremely important and cooperative steps
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toward long term goal of having the California Condor live comfortably
side-by-side with geographically contained human development. In the
end, the fact that Tejon Ranch has agreed to leave such an enormous
proportion of its ranch essentially forever wild, and freely open for
use by the condors (as well as all the other species at this unique
nexus of ecosystems), is such a vast improvement over all previously
contemplated realistic alternatives, that this commitment alone might be
sufficient to alleviate and mitigate any potential impacts of their
proposed developments. Witrh these considerations in mind, in my
professional view TRC has gone above and beyond all expectations to be
ecologically responsible collaborators in the conservation of the
southern California ecosystem, condors and all. Indeed, we conservations
_want_ TRC and companies like them to be rewarded for being responsible,
far-sighted collaborators in biological conservation. Would that all
prospective ranchers and land developers around the country behave
similarly.

Respectfully submitted,

John W. Fitzpatrick
Louis Agassiz Fuertes Executive Director, Cornell Laboratory of Ornithology
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Comment Letter I503

TO: FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

SUBJECT: SUBMISSION OF PUBLIC COMMENTS
TE-204887-0 Draft TUMSHCP
PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT
REFERENCE: Tejon Ranchcorp - TEHACHAPI UPLANDS
MULTIPLE SPECIES HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN,
Kern County, CA (submitted - 7/7/09)

Submitted by: Peggy Forster
4248 Troost Avenue #1
Studio City, CA 91604
(818) 762-5852
peggy.forster@prodigy.net

(Please Note: I did not find directions (on the FWS website) for
submitting comments below. If this was an oversight on my part, and a
specific format is required, kindly advise.)

PUBLIC COMMENT regarding Tejon Ranchcorp,
Draft Environmental Impact Statement. Below is a partial list
of my concerns regarding impacts of proposed development
on the Tejon Ranch property.

1. Depletion of aquifers and diminishing water resources
2 . Hazardous and costly fire potential in developed areas
3. Traffic gridlock
4. Air pollution
5. Public health impacts upon nearby cities; i.e.,

Bakersfield and Los Angeles
6. Loss of habitat of threatened and endangered species
7. Impacts of urban blight upon wildlife (noise, neon lights,

homeless encampments, hazardous waste and trash disposal
8. Disturbance of adjacent protected habitats by animal control

methods and surveillance
9. Increase of global warming due to population

density in a formerly pristine region.

In identifying the above potential impacts of massive development on the
Tejon Ranch property, it is difficult to understand how "mitigation" efforts
will prove effective in protecting the habitats and species native to this
area, as well as the thousands of new residents who will be subject to
urban sprawl and the consequences of residing in a zone at high risk for
public health impacts.

Following is an exerpt from an article by journalist Margot Roosevelt which
appeared in the Los Angeles Times, Page A-11, on April 29, 2009.

"BAKERSFIELD IS NO.1 IN FINE-PARTICLE POLLUTION --
Bakersfield had the worst level of fine-particle pollution in the nation
last year
-- a toxic mix of soot, diesel exhaust, chemicals, metals and aerosols that
contribute to heart attack, stroke, and lung disease, according to the
American
Lung Association's annual State of the Air report. The San Joaquin Valley
city
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displaced Los Angeles, which fell to the third spot in the category of
year-round particle pollution, behind second-place Pittsburgh-New Castle,
Pa. The lung association report is based on data from local governments'
air monitoring stations and statistics gathered by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency."

The burning of fossil fuels is a serious threat to planetary health and
population
survival, yet the push for domestic drilling and exploration predicts
continuing
reliance on petroleum as an energy source.

With Los Angeles to the south of Tejon, and Bakersfield to the north,
I believe we can predict another "diesel death zone" and crisis in public
health in the Tejon area. Development of three new mega-communities
between two heavily polluted cities will quickly add to the peril and
increase the incidence of cancer and cardiopulmonary disease among
many thousands of new residents..

Research based on data collection and statistical analyses, as described
in the article above, can no longer be regarded as a subject for debate.
The science of air pollution is irrefutable and calls for a new approach to
land-use planning where caution, transparency, and multi-agency decision-
making help to determine the best placement for mega-communities. Also,
the importance and value of conserving pristine lands where the lack of
fossil fuel emissions affords measurable relief from climate change needs
to be recognized and carefully considered in future city planning.

On the subject of habitat protection, endangered animals, birds, and plants
are clearly in greater jeopardy from the despoiling process which occurs as
bulldozers and diesel trucks invade their habitats disturbing the soil and
quietude for miles beyond the designated development. The disruption of
multiple eco-systems within this larger habitat will destroy in perpetuity
ancient wild-life corridors as well as migratory habitat where species
dependent upon familiar resting and feeding grounds have found
predictably found shelter.

In particular, the California Condor Recovery Program which has only a
tenuous hold on success, and has cost Californians millions of dollars, is
now
subject to an arbitrary design for rerouting Condor flight away from newly
populated areas. As the entire Tejon region has been home to Condors for
millennia, it is highly unlikely flight patterns can be easily re-wired to
accommodate this plan. In 1972, John Borneman, then a Condor specialist
with Audubon Society said, "During October, 90% of the Condor population
can be found on Tejon Ranch property." Condor fledglings in this new
century
will be particularly vulnerable when hatched close to a newly developed and
heavily populated area.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit these comments and concerns.
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Comment Letter I513

Joe FrancisJoe Francis
<jfrancis@masters.edu

>

04/19/2009 06:19 AM

To: "fw8tumshcp@fws.gov" <fw8tumshcp@fws.gov>,
"lois_grunwald@fws.gov" <lois_grunwald@fws.gov>

cc: "P. Hedlund" <editor@mountainenterprise.com>
Subject: concern over the HCP for the greater Frazier Park mountain areas

Dear Lois Grunwald,

Thanks for your recent letter in our local paper "The Mountain Enterprise" in Frazier Park.

Please tell us how we can comment on the T ehachapi Uplands Multispecies Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) if

the documents are full of errors as established by some of our own community members, including those who are

experts in the field of conservation biology.

I would urge the FWS to correct these documents and reissue them for public comment.

Please feel free to contact me at the email address below.

Sincerely,

A concerned mountain community citizen,

Joe Francis

Joe Francis PhD
Pinion Pines
1220 Snowline
Frazier Park, CA
Professor of Biology
The Master's College
21726 Placerita Caynon Rd
Santa Clarita California, 91321
jfrancis@masters.edu
661-259-3540 ext 3158
FAX 661-362-2724
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Comment Letter I528

"Ken Fry""Ken Fry"

<kfry@bak.rr.com>

05/05/2009 12:25 AM

To: <fw8tumshcp@fws.gov>
cc:

Subject: Applications of Tehachapi Uplands MSHCP

To: US Fish and Wildlife Services

Re: draft HCP and Draft EIS of Tehachapi Uplands

--OPPOSE--

Let's summarize the whole story in one sentence: Tejon Ranch intends to build large

and profitable cities right in the protected areas designated for the rescue of

endangered species including the rare and endangered California Condor!

Tejon is coming at you with brass bands playing and cannons firing in a spectacular

demonstration of how, with a lot of money thrown in the right direction, slick

promoters can influence planners and governments.

Consider the two maps of the proposed Tejon scheme. One shows the extent of their

holdings and denotes the location of the proposed cities. The other map shows the

location of the California condor sightings. Omigosh, they are at precisely the same

place. It is as if the giant birds will be renting rooms within the newly constructed

people-sized housing. But we must not forget -- condors are not city dwellers. Why

are they successful in their current locations at all? It is precisely because they are so

far away from so-called civilization. Human developments must be kept many miles

away from these endangered creatures.
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The plan is to develop massive residential, industrial, commercial and service

businesses in an area presently the home of quite a number of endangered and

threatened plant and animal species. The scale is, to the creatures living there,

enormous. If just a few plants and critters were lost to so called accidental or

"incidental" take the species might still be able to recover and sustain themselves,

absorbing a small loss. But when the project is massive in its very nature, when

bull-dozers, scrapers, and other equipment are called in to level, and thus destroy,

square mile upon square mile of land along with everything in it, on it, or over

it--then there can be no mere incidental losses. Whole populations of species could

be wiped out. No individual animal can escape into a different tree or to another den.

No seed can drift around to find a new place to put down roots. No bird can find a

tree in which to build a new nest. Their part of the world is gone forever.

A city can survive a fire-cracker or even a house fire. But a city can never survive

the blast of an atomic bomb. With such an event the concept of an "incidental" house

fire is silly. Likewise, the proposed plan under consideration is so massive there can

be no such thing as an "incidental" take.
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To clear the land for all the proposed building will result in a decimation similar to

that caused by an atomic bomb. Oh, to be sure, it will not be as instantaneous. The

destruction will take several years. But to the California Condor, to the least Bell's

vireo, to the southwestern willow flycatcher, to the valley elderberry longhorn beetle,

and to the western yellow-billed cuckoo it will be just as final as a nuclear explosion.

We are not just looking at a truck tire that accidentally runs over somebody's dinner.

We are not looking at a fork-lift that accidentally knocks an egg out of a nest. Nor

are we seeing some workman carelessly stepping on a Tejon poppy. No, we are

seeing giant bull-dozers and earth movers completely tearing up the land over vast

areas. They will follow one right after the other, hour after hour, day after day, year

after year. If one truck misses a certain beetle, the next truck will get him -- along

with his family. Or maybe the next. Squish. There is absolutely nothing incidental

about it.

And so the plan goes. . . .
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We are all familiar with the story, quickly becoming legend, of how the California

condor population was down to just a tiny handful of birds, of the sacrifices, labor

and expenses that were spent in their rescue, and how very fragile that population

still remains. Yet some believe their own desire for more riches trumps continuing

with an earth the way God created it. They insist they have the right to destroy

California's golden beauty. They will exterminate entire precious species, which can

never return--all for a few more (or many more) coins in their pockets.

A lot of money has gone into promoting this project. According to the Secretary of

State Tejon has made contributions to quite a number of politicians in the area, on

either side of the political scale, often to political opponents. This, of course, was to

be sure the bases are covered when it comes to permits and approvals.

When the plan first came out a local scientist wrote to the local newspaper endorsing

the plan. But guess what, he admitted he was on Tejon's payroll. What would

anyone expect him to say? Yet a letter signed by no fewer than eleven of the top

scientists bewailed what the proposal would do to the plants and animals in the area.

Tejon even got several so-called conservation groups to agree secretly and behind

closed doors not to oppose them. They paid them off by putting them on their

committee.

Not a stone has gone unturned, nor has a dollar not been invested, to pull off this

tramsition from nature's gift of beauty to a scheme of barren riches .

I528-5



Please, it is up to the planning and permit process to put a stop to this scheming to

destroy the natural beauty and riches of this corner of the earth. I am aware this is

like David pleading for someone to stop Golioth. But somehow David pulled it off.

I am praying for the same thing to happen in modern times.

Kenneth B. Fry

5051 Ming Ave, #45

Bakersfield, CA 93309

(661) 834-3011

kfry@bak.rr.com
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